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GENTLEMEN, 


I my former addreſs, I . out what 

I thought bo be ſome of your and Mr. E.'s miſ- 
takes, and, as I thought, in a ſpirit of meekneſs 
and chriſtian candour ; I come now to ſhew you, 

In the firſt place, the reaſon why he was 

ſuffered to fall into thoſe miſtakes. 
Secondly, to obviate ſome of his objections 
to the doctrine of the Trinity. And 

In the third place, to offer a few ſerious re- 
flections on that ſublime and awful myſtery. 


Firſt, I have before hinted that the late Rev. 
Mr. Elliot, leaned too much to his own under- 
ſtanding ; to elucidate this, I will only paſs ſome 
obſervations on his own words, P. 126. Nor 
can our underſtanding conceive, how one and 
the ſame ſpirit ſhould, in a proper ſenſe, be 
the ſpirit of two diſtinct perſons,” &c. x 

So then, here is Mr. E.'s reaſon for rejefting 
a plain ſcriptural teſtimony, viz. becauſe his 
underſtandingcould not conceive of it. Would 
not the ſame argument operate equally againſt 
ſhe eternity, immenſity and ubiquity of God; 
againſt the immortality of the ſoul, the reſurrec- 
tion of the body, and indeed againſt almoſt 
ny: article of the chriſtian faith — 
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(4) 
J were to embrace Mr. E,'s ſentiment of 


Chriſt's exiſting from eternity as a human ſpirit, 


how can I conceive of ſuch an exiſtence ? much 
leſs of ſuch a ſpirit being infinitely united to the 
Deity, and yet ſent into the body of Jeſus of 
Nazareth ?—So then, while Mr. E. rejects 
one hypotheſis, becauſe he cannot conceive of it, 
he calls upon me to believe that which is equally 


inconceivable.— That the Holy Spirit is fre- 
quently called the Spirit of the Father, and the 
Spirit of Chriſt, needs no proof; how he can 


be the ſpirit of theſe two perſons, I am not call. 


ed upon to conceive; becauſe it is a matter 


which reſts entirely on Divine Revelation, and 


the manner of it, as belonging to the mode of 


the divine exiſtence, muſt necellarily be incom- 


prehenſible. 


1 therefore blame Mr. E. and his friends, 


for rejecting always what they cannot compre- 
bend, as a ſad proof of leaning too much to 


their own underſtandings. Yet Mr. E. ſays, 


P. 36. « I cannot find that God hath any where 
revealed the manner of his ſubſiſting in the 
divine eſſence.” One would have thought, after 


ſuch a conceſſion, that Mr. E. could not, fo 


peremptorily as he has afterwards done, have 
denied the poſſibility of there being three perſons 
in the Godhead. 


Again, P. 136. what e mere 


may be in the infinite and ever bleſſed God, we 


—— not to ſay: God is great, and we know 
him 


($7 

him not, &c. How happy would it have been 
for Mr. E. and his friends, if he had ſtopped 
here ?—If God were comprehenſible, he would 
not be what he is.—The dictates of natural 
and revealed religion, upon this ſubje&, have 
the ſame effect upon all parties, when precon- 
ceived prejudic e does not intervene.—Yet Mr. 
E. takes upon him to aſlert, that a trinity of 
perſons cannot agree with the unity of the God- 
head: but it might have been aſked, how do 
you know ? ſeeing «© we know not what 
diſtinftions there may be in the infinite and 
ever bleſled God,” —Had any Trinitarian ſaid, 
that the three perſons in the Deity were pre- 
ciſely the ſame as three perſons. among the 
creatures: then Mr. E. might have argued thus, 
« there cannot be three perſons, becauſe God 
is one.” —But no man in his ſenſes, ever did, or 
ever will attempt to ſay that God is one, in the 
very {ame ſenſe as he is three, nor that he is 
three in preciſely the ſame ſenſe as he is one. 
Conſequently, Mr. E.'s reaſoning on this ſub- 
je& is neither fair nor j uſt. Mr. E. draws the 

perſons in the Deity ſo nearly to reſemble per- 
lons in the creatures, that he makes the Al- 
mighty to be ſuch an one as himſelf, and then 
blames the Trinitarians for what he himſelf is 
the author of. 

Again, P. 112, he ſays, «It "DEF 8 
fore, to be contrary to all reaſon, and alſo to 
the ex pr eſs tenmony of ſeriphure, to ſay that 


Chriſt 
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Chriſt, as a divine perſon, and not as man, was 
choſen of God, covenanted to redeem men, and 
fulfil the conditions of life for them.” &c. 


Again, P. 43. When, I ſay, this glorious 
perſon, the Son of God, was made fleſh, obeyed 


the law, and bore the curſe for ſinners ; it was 


not the Father that was made fleſh, obeyed, 


and ſuffered ;? « for Deity itſelf could not obey, 
or ſuffer.” —Yet he ſays P. 53. Chriſt is 


called Immanuel,” (becauſe) „ that the divine 


and human natures were united, or that the 
Father and Son are by union one; and con- 
ſequently when Chriſt took fleſh, the very and 


eternal God, was manifeſted in fleſh.”— 


P. 261. « God was in Chriſt his Son, when he 
| bore our fins, and was made a curſe for us; 
and therefore Chriſt did not of himſeli, and by 


himſelf, alone redeem the world.” 
Is not this making Deity to ſuffer ? The only 


difference now between Mr. E. and the Trini- 
tarians is, that the former ſays it was the perſon 


of the Father who inhabited Chriſt ; the latter 


ſay it was more properly the Son; but as to 
making Deity ſuffer, Mr. E. is full as guilty 
of it as thoſe he objects to. Again, P. 216. 


« To pierce God's own Son was, as it were, to 


Pierce God himſelf,” —P. 44. Chriſt hath. 
many names, to expreſs his moſt infinite and 


perſonal union with the Father. „What are we 
to underſtand by infinite union.” —Can any 


tang LY be ſaid to have Infinite union with 


infinity ? 


1 
infinity ? If Chriſt was but a human ſpirit, he 
bore no proportion with an infinite Being.— 
P. 310. © A Mediator muſt be a third perſon, 
diſtinct from, and ſtanding between, both the 
Parties at variance.” &c,—P, 49. Now Chriſt, 
is this Mediator, &c. who hath both natures, 
the human and divine, myſteriouſly united in 
himſelf.” 
From the paſſages already cited, and multi- 
titudes more of a ſimilar nature, contained in 
the ſame book, I ſum up theſe inferences, as 
proofs of Mr. E.'s having, paid too great : a defe. 
rence to his own underſtanding. _ 
1. That while he acknowledges the mode of 
the divine exiſtence to be unrevealed and ine. 
plicable, yet he himſelf attempts to explain ®> 
and inſiſts on it, that God never exiſted in any 


| other way, but as one individual and numerical 


perſon. 

2. While he hjects to ſome hypotheſes, be- 
cauſe they are above the comprehenſion of 
human reaſon, he himſelf advances Propo- 
ſitions altogether as unreaſonable, and } incom- 
e | 

While he objects to the itrinitarian 00 0 
of the divine perſon of the Son inhabiting the 
humanity of Jeſus Chriſt, he himſelf makes 
the perſon of the Father to poſſeſs that hum 
in as full and ample a manner. 

4. He has done, what all perſons who think 
too Jughly of themſelves muſt do, he has con- 
7 tradicted 
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tradicted himſelf. For while he Namen the 


trinitarians for inconſiſtencies, he has the incon- 


ſiſtency of making the whole of our ſilvation 
to depend on the work and undertaking of Feſus 
Chriſt, as a mere man; while at the ſame time 
he makes the efficacy of all Chriſt's work 


and undertaking, to depend on his union 
with, and being ever poſſeſſed of the Father. 


1 find, I think, another proof of Mr. E. 's 
leaning, too much to his own underſtanding. 
In his reface, page 12, he ſays, *« I have alſo 

ty. ſearched the ſcriptures, with much 


It is undoubtedly 1 ri ght to ſearch the ſcriptures 
diligently. Alt is 1 5 all things right and 


highly proper that we ſhould make uſe of much 
earneſt prayer to God: but, T preſume, there 


are certain caſes in which we ſhould: have no 
right to expect that God ſhould anſwer our 
prayers, or that our deepeſt reſearches ſhould 


| be ſucceſsful ; yea rather our reſearches would 


become preſum ptuous, and our prayers and 
tears would prove offenſive to God, and a ſnare 


to ourſelves. I will inſtance only three. 


1. When we bring our preconceived preju- 
dices. to the word of God, or to the throne of 
1 Jews, If. i. 15. 3 prayed the 
Papiſts:againft the Proteſtants, —The Prelatical 


WIEN! againſt the Seckaries, & vice verſa. 
. When 
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2. When ve have any wrong motives in 
our hearts, as james ſpeaks, Jam. i. 7. Let 
not that man think that he ſhall receive any 
thing of the Lord —Jam. iv. 3.“ Ye aſk, and 
receive not, becauſe ye aſk amiſs.” 
3. When we ure aiming at things too high 
for us, Pſa. cxxxi.—Such is the expectation that 
God ſhould reveal to us what he has not re- 
vealed, nor promiſed to reveal, in his bleſſed 
book. — Among theſe is the doctrine of the 
trinity. Mr. E. found that others had not ſuc- 
ceeded in attempting to explain: had he rea- 
{oned as he ought, he would have ſound that to 
explain on ſuch a ſubje&t, was but to obſcure, 
and he would in humility have declined the 
taſk: but vainly ſuppoſing that he ſhould ſuc- 
ceed better than all who had gone before him, 
he read, ſtudied, and prayed, till he was be- 
wildered himſelf, and conſequently bewildered 
others. 

I would not be thought here to reflect unfa- 
yorably on the character of Mr. Elliot; God 
forbid! I haye the higheſt veneration for his 
abilities as a Man, and his piety as a Chriſtian + 
but when I find Calviniſts and Arminians, Uni- 
tarians and Trinitarians, all ſtudying and pray- 
ing, expecting to be divinely directed, and yet 
all continuing firmly rooted in their former 

ſentiments, I muſt conclude, that there is a 
| defect ſomewhere; and the moſt reafonable, is 
to ſuppoſe that it is in their own minds, and that 
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they © are all aiming at things which are too high 


for them. 
To pray for clearer and fuller diſcoveries of the 


manner-of the divine {ubliſtence, than what the 
bible affords us, argues great preſumption ; it 


ſprings | from a want of faith in divine revelation ; 
it indicates a cur joſity ſimilar to that which indu- 
ced our firſt Parents to take „ of the fruit of that 
forbidden tree, whoſe mortal taſte brought 
death into the world, and all our woe.“ Is it 


any wonder if ſuch a requeſt be puniſhed with 


blindneſs? 80 prayed Lord Herbert, when he 


was in doubt whether or not he ſhould publiſh 
his infamous book againſt Chriſtianity, called 
De Veritate : he tells us he knecled down, and 


Prayed that God would give him a ſign; he had 


a ſign, which his Lordſhip's preconceived preju— 


dice induced him very readily to conclude muſt 
be in favor of his darling object ; conſequently 
he printed his book; but 1 preſume the moſt im- 
partial judges will conclude, that his Lordſhip's 


anſwer to prayer, originated in his own breaſt, 


if it was not from a more infernal fource. — 


do not mean to compare Mr. E. with Lord 


Herbert ; I only mention this as an inſtance of 
ſinfully and preſumptuouſly praying for what 
God has thought fit to hide from us.—This is 


to find fault with infinite w iſdom ; to ſet up our 


own judgments in oppoſition to his; to aſk him 


to mend his OWN W ork, and either to deify us; 


91 


(#7. 3 
or to undeify himſelf that we may comprehend 
him. 

Loet us, my brethren; above all things, pray 
to be kept humble, expecting only to know the 
will of God, as far as we are kept humbly obe- 
dient to it; for it is written, “ If any man will 
do his will, he ſhall know of the doctrine,” 
John vii. 17.—Let us be content to take divine 

revelation as it is, without attempting to mend 
it ; and only Jabor to underſtand it, in order to 
pr actical improvement. 


My ſecond propoſition was to obviate ſome 
of Mr. E.'s objections to the doctrine of the £2 
Trinity. 

I think his leading objections are theſe fol. 
lowing : 

. That it is Impoſſible to maintain the indi- 

viſible utiity of God upon that plan. — That the 

doctrine of three Perſons in the Godhead, does 
necellarily imply the idea of three Gods; and 
conſequently that all Trinitarians are Tri- 
1 


That the atten of the divine Petfiin "i. 


the Son inhabiting the body of Jeſus Chriſt, 
makes Deity to ſuffer and die; which 1s Þlaſphe- 
mous, and impoſſible. 
3. That the ſuppoſing a divine Perſon in 
the Deity, to inhabit the body of the Media- 
tor, is making the Deity to mediste to him. 
felt. 
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I think all the objections contained in the 


aforeſaid book, may be refered to one or other 


of the abovementioned ; all of which I hope to 


_ obviate in order, and to ſhew that there 1s 4 0 


ſolid weight in them. 
Did the doctrine of the Trinity neceſſarily 


imply three Gods, I would publicly diſavow 


it, and declare myſelf a Unitarian in abhorrence 
of ſuch an hereſy. 

But I preſume, no ſuch conſequence does 
neceſſarily follow. 

If the number three, as conlicd to the perſons 


in the Godhead, had ever been deſcribed, by 
any Trinitarian, as preciſely and numerically 


three, in the very ſame ſenſe as we allow God is 
{aid to be one, there would have been no need 
of arguments to have confuted ſuch an aſſer. 
tion, being in itſelf, ſelf contradiètory: but 
no ſuch aſſertion, as far as I know of, has ever 
been advanced by any. 

Orthodox Trinitarians have ever been cau- 
tious of conceiving of Perſons in the Deity as on 


a level with perſons among the creatures, where 


every diſtinèt perſon makes a diſtinct and ſepa. 
rate being; well knowing that God can bear 
no compariſon to his creatures. — When there- 


fore we lay, there are three in the Godbead, we 


ought not to be accuſed of Tritbeiſm, becauſe we 
ftrenuouſly and uniformly aſſert, that thefe are 
not three Gods, but only three Perſons in one 


God, or a triune way of the divine exiſtence, 


which 


1 

which the ſcripture holds out to us, 1 John v. 7. 
being as tenacious of ſupporting the indivifible 

unity of God, as it is poſlible for any to be 
who may differ from us in other opinions. 


I preſume no Arian, or Socinian, will riſk his 
philoſophical credit ſo far as to ſay, that it is im- 


poſſible for three to be one, or one three, in any 
kind of ſenſe whatever. We know that two are 
one, and one two, in the compoſition of every 


human creature. What then muſt the audacity 
of that perſon be, who ſhall deny the poſſibility of 


there being three Perſons in the Godhead, of 
which he can have no juſt ideas but as revealed 


in the ſcriptures, where the doctrine of a Trinity 


of Perſons, and the unity of the Godhead, are 
both ſo repeatedly allerted, and ſo firmly eſta- 
bliſhed ? 

| Had commentators alw ays contented them- 
ſelves with the ſcriptural deſcription of the 


Trinity, without explanation, they would have 


prevented much cavilling, and preſerved the 


peace of the Church; but being wife above that 


which is written, their attempts to explain, what 
God has thought fit to hide, has only ſerved 
to furniſh cavillers with new objections to the 


truth; and thus they have kindled a fire which 


many waters cannot quench. Let us, my 


brethren, return to the good old way of believing 


in, and worſhipping, Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit, one God in three Perſons, as they are 
_ left us in the Bible, without attempting farther 


to 
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to explain in what ſenſe they are three, and it 


what ſenſe they are one. 
Secondly, | Reſpecting the ſecond objection of 


Mr. E.'s to the doëtrine of the Trinity, viz. 
_ thatit ſuppoſes Deity to ſuffer and die, which are 


impoſlible ; I obſerve, that it belongs as much 
to his ſyſtem, as to the Trinitarian's, for Mr. E. 
lays, P. 53. When Chriſt took fleſh, the very 


and eternal God, &c. was manifeſted in fleſh.” — 


P. 54. The Son muſt never be conſidered 
alone without the Father, &c.”—ibid. «© God 


the Father continued to dwell in him in his ſtate 


of humiliation, &c.”—ibid. «© It comprehends 


| likewiſe his being made under the law for men, 
fulfilling all its righteouſneſs, and ſuffering its 


curſe in our room and ſtead, &c.*—P. 261. 


« That God was in Chriſt his Son, when he 
| bore our fins, and was made a curle for us: 
and that therefore Chriſt did not of himſelf, and 
by himſelf alone, redeem the world, &c.“ — 
P. 216. Thus to pierce God's own Son was, 

as it were, to pierce God himſelf, &c.” — Now 


I appeal to all men of candor, and impartiality, 


if ever any Trinitarian made Deity liable to 
ſufferings and death more truly than Mr. Elliot 


has done. Not that I accuſe Mr. E. of making 


Deity to ſuffer and die; but I ſay, all that Tri- - 
nitarians have aſcribed, of ſufferings and death, 


to the Son, Mr. E. has equally aſcribed to the 


Father; ſo that if this be admitted as an ob- | 
jection to Trinitarianiſm, it operates much 


ſtronger 
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( 15 ) | 
ſtronger as an ohlection againſ Mr. E.'s ſenti- 
ments. 

- Thirdly, The ſame, may be ſaid Kkewils oK 
Mr. E. 's third objection, viz. that it makes 
God to mediate to himſelf; ſor i in F. 118. he 
ſays, % God the Father was in Chriſt, recon- 
ciling the world unto himſelf. Again, P. 126. 
« We conſtantly affirm, that the living God the 
Father is perſonally united to his Son, the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus; and dwells in him immediately in 
all the fulneſs of Deity.” '—Again, P. 202;.*:The 
Father, by his infinite Godhead, was indeed 
united to the Son, and dwelt 1 in him, when he 
laid down his. life for us.“ Now I. think thoſe 
pallages, compared with the before cited, 
contains all the weight of Mr.-E.'s objections, 


and he does in reality make Deity to mediate to 


Himſelf as much as any Trinitarian can do. 
But, to remove this objection more effectually, 
1 think it ſhould be conſidered, that the ſatisfac- 
tion of Chriſt, was not ſo proper ly made to the 
abſolute will of Deity ; God himſelf, for his own 
ſake, W anting no ſatisfaction, as he could ſuffer 
no injury; but that it was properly a ſatisfaction 
to divine juſtice, that God might ſave ſinners 
in a way truly worthy of himſelf, conſiſtent 
with the divine juſtice, in perfect harmony with 
all his attributes, to the honor of all his glorious 
and infinite perfections, and to the manifeſta- 
tion of the righteouſneſs of his moral govern- 
ment; or as the Apoſtle expreſles it, Rom. iii. 26. 


To 
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To declare at this time bis righteouſneſs ; that be 
might be juſt, and the Justifier of bim which be- 
Heogth in Jeſus. 

This Mr. E. admits in one place, and 1 he 
had ſtrictly adhered to his own ſentiments, he 
would never have brought this objection againſt 
Trinitarians, —ÞP, 103. Now, it was God's 
eternal purpoſe in this covenant, to pardon and 
fave ſinners by his Son Jeſus Chriſt,” both in 
a way of juſtice and grace, &c.” 

Who does not now ſee that it would be alto- 
lier conſiſtent with our moſt exalted ideas of 
honor, for the moſt exalted of all beings to ſtep 
forward and become Mediator between himſelf 
and his aggreſſor, for the preſervation of his own 
Tights, and at the ſame time to ſhew mercy to 
the guilty.—Not that I inſiſt on God's becoming 
a Mediator to himſelf; I deny the charge: but | 
I aſk again, how does the juſtice of God appear 
in puniſhing one man for the fins of another; 
or wherein doth it appear that the ſufferings of 
one man can make atonement for the fins of 
another ; or, if Jeſus Chriſt be but a mere man, 
what propriety is there in calling him a third 


Perſon, between God and man? He is pro- 
perly of the offending party, and though he 
never perſonally offended, yet he would be 
unfit for a Mediator, being only a mere man. 

Here, I think, I find another inconſiſtency in 
Mr. E. for, while he has repeatedly, and at 
large, allerted that the pre-exiſtent ſtate of Jeſus 
Chriſt 
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Chriſt was nothing more than that of a human 


ſpirit, filled with the fulneſs of Deity ; yet he has 


alſo aſſerted that Jeſus Chriſt, in his own proper 
Perſon, was neither God nor man, but a third 


Perſon, between both. Where may not the 
roving fancy of men wander when they leave 
the bible ?—the Apoſtle ſays, „he took not on 
him the nature of angels, but the ſeed of Abra- 
ham.” Heb. ii. 16.— By the ſeed of Abraham, 
we muſt certainly underſtand the human nature, 
and as we have no knowledge of any beings 


between God and angels, and that which took 
human nature being not angelic, we have a 
Tight to conclude that it was truly and properly 
divine. 5 
If I conceive ri ightly of this ſubj ect, I think 
the Mediator ought to be ſtrictly and properly 


of both parties, both God and man, which it 
appears Jeſus Chriſt was, and it was his being 


ſuch, which gave value and efficacy to all he did 


and ſuffered. 


To object that God cannot die, is childiſh. 
Neither could, nor did, the human ſoul of Jeſus 


_ Chriſt die. Nothing but that which is material, 


can be mortal; yet when the body of any man 
dies, we properly ſay the man dies, though _ 
in truth the muſt noble part of him is at that 
moment ſtill living.-But a moſt awful conſe- 


quence appears to me to follow Mr. E'.s ſcheme. 
He fays, P. 259, We wanted for a Saviour, 
a man that had never ſinned.“—Alas! alas! 
: Ah: C is 
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is this all we wanted? — Then we are all Soci- 


nians at a ſtroke.—For if Jeſus Chriſt was but 


a mere man, and all that was wanting to ſave 
us was the death of his body, and that merely 
as a ſatisfaction to the ſovereign and abſolute 


will of the Almighty, I ſee no impropriety in 


ſuppoſing that any leſs worthy body might 


have done, if God had been pleaſed fo to appoint ; 
for, whatever purity or perfection may be at- 


tributed to the human body of Jeſus Chriſt, it 


was ſtill no more than a material and mortal 
body, and its efficacy did not depend on its own 


intrinſic worth, but on the ſovereign will of him 


that appointed it; for no material body can bear 
any proportion with infinite juſtice, and infinite 
purity ; one body muſt therefore be naturally as 


efficacious with God as another, and oh! I ſhud- 
der to repeat it, the blaſphemous inference, 
which ſome Socinians have deduced, inevitably 


follows, viz. that, the blood of a calf would 
have been ſufficient, if God had thought fit to 
have appointed . 
It is indeed allowed, that whatever God is 
pleaſed to appoint, ſhall be ſufficient to the end 
for which it is appointed; but it muſt likewiſe be 
acknowledged, that infinite wiſdom can never ap- 


point any thing but what is the moſt ſuitable and 


proper, all things conſidered; and it conſtitutes 


a very great part of the happy employment of 
all rational and intelligent creatures, to diſcover 


and admire the wiſdom and goodneſs, the 
beauty 
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beauty, harmony, and propriety of all the works 
of God: — But O! what wonders ſhine in the 
perſon and work of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as 
God and Man united, or God manifeſted in 
the fleſh, reconciling the world unto himſelf? 
Here, in the ſublime language of the enwrap't 
_ prophet, Pſa. Ixxxv, 10. Mercy and truth 
are met together: righteouſneſs and peace have 
kiſſed each other.” Woe can now moſt cordially 
mite in the aſcriptions, Great and marvellous. 
are thy works, Lord God Almighty ; juſt and 
true are all thy ways thou King of ſaints.” Rev. 
XV. 3. The Lord is righteous 1 In all his ways, 
and holy in all his works. Pſa. cxlv. 17. 
To attribute the works of Jehovah to the 
mere dictates of a ſovereign and abſolute will, 
which have no other cauſe nor motive but 
merely becauſe he wills them, is to bring down 
the Deity too much upon a level with the un- 
righteous and cruel tyrants of the earth.— 
But to conceive of the Almighty as doing this or 
that becauſe it is moſt ſuitable to his divine per- 


fections to do ſo, (though we may not be always _ 


able ſo deſcribe wherein it is ſo) is, in my apy 
prehenſion, the moſt ſound divinity. 
Thus, I think, I have obviated Mr. E.'s objec- 
tions to the ſacred doctrine of the Trinity, and 
ſhewn that there are ſtill greater objections lie 
againſt his own ſcheme, 
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Suffer me now, in the third and laſt place, 
as propoſed, to offer ſome ſerious reflections 


on that ſublime and awful myſtery. 


I call this a myſtery, becaule it is what is 
not, never was, nor ever will be, fully re- 


vealed.—I call it ſublime and awful, becauſe 
it reſpects the mode of the divine exiſtence, 


concerning whom it is ſaid, Canſt thou by ſearch- 
ing find out God? canſt thou find out the Al- 
mighty unto perfection? Job xi. 9. He maketh 
darkntjs his ſecret places, Sc. Pſa. xviii. 11. 
It is objected, ſeeing God has no where re- 


vealed the exact manner of his own exiſtence ; 
and the doctrine of the Trinity is acknowledged 
to be an unfathomable myſtery ; why is it then 
made an article of the faith? To this 1 reply; ; 
the exiſtence of a Trinity i is no myſtery ; it is 
ſo clearly and fully revealed, that it is in a ſenſe 


acknowledged by all, only under different re- 


preſentations.—_Mr. E. himſelf acknowledges a 


Trinity. P. 253. I humbly hope, that the 


doctrine of the Trinity, as here ſet forth, will : 
appear both rational and ſcriptural, &c.” Mr. E.'s 
explanation of it is well known; but a Trinity 


he finds himſelf obliged to acknowledge. The 


diſtin&t Names, Offices, and Works of the 
Father, Son and Holy Spirit, are as evidently | 
kept up throughout the New Teſtament as the 


being of a God. Even if we allow that the 7th 
verſe of the vth chap. of the firſt Epiſtle of St. 


K. ohn, i is an Interpolation, we give to the Soci- 
nians 
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nians no advantage by it; for the doctrine of 
the Trinity is ſufficiently ſupported throughout 
the whole of that epiſtle, without the text in 
diſpute. 
But 1 ſee no reaſon for rejecting that verſe, 
ſeeing it is diſputed whether the Trinitarians 
interpolated it, or the Arians had previouſſy 
expunged it: the latter appears to me the moſt 
plauſible; and Mr. E. appears to be ſo conſcious 
of this, that he does not chooſe to make any 
kind of uſe of the Socinian ons upon that | 
ſubject. 

Here is no myſtery in all this then — There 
are evidently Three in heaven, the Father, 
the Word, and the Spirit, and theſe three are : 
one: this propoſition is as much the ſubject of 
my comprehenſion, and the object of my faith, 
as that tbere is one God. —All the difficulty and 
all the myſtery lays in explaining how they are 
three, and how they are one, and this muſt ever 
remain a myſtery after all poſſible explanations. 
The reaſons why this doctrine of a Trinity in 
Unity ſhould ever be kept up, as an article of 
our faith, appear to me to be theſe, 1. That we 
might have the moſt juſt notions of God and his 
works: 2. That we might have juſt ideas of, and 
pay the proper reſpective worſhip to each of the 
divine Perſons, in their reſpective Offices and 
Works; and 3. As a criterion, to guard againſt 
the deluſive and dangerous errors of Arianiſm, 
and Socinianiſm, which appear | to be the = 
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1 
of all vital religion; which ſpread ſpiritual - 


death upon the churches wherever they pre- 
vail; and which we have particular need to be 


guarded againſt in our age of Formality, Sep. ; 


ticiſm and ſpiritual Diſſipation. 


Having thus completed my W in which 


I hope I have at leaſt ſaid enough to obviate the 
| objections, and remove the ſtumbling blocks, 


which lay in the way of ſome ſcrupulous, but 


well meaning minds, I beg leave to conclude 
my addreſs with an obſervation or two. 


_ Firſt, I obſerve, I haye been actuated through 
the whole of theſe my addreſſes, as far as I am 


aà proper judge of myſelf, equally with a regard 


to the divine Glory, a love of Truth, and a 
chriſtian concern for the welfare of precious 
ſouls, which entitles me at leaſt to the candour, 


the good wiſhes and prayers of all my readers. 
Secondly, I have ſtudiouſly and conſcienti- 


ouſly avoided every expreſlion that I thought 


might have the leaſt tendency to give offence 
to any, either Jew, or Gentile, or the church 


of God; ſo that if any be offended, I would 


earneſtly entreat them to examine their own 


hearts, and enquire whether the cauſe of offence 
be not in their own ſpirit, rather than in any 


provocation I haye given them. 

Thirdly, If any one aſk, wherefore 1 have 
taken upon me to meddle with ſo abſtruſe a 
ſubject ? Ianſwer, a reaſon hath been aſked con- 


cerning the hope that is in me. : 
ome 


3 

Some perſons having declared themſelves 
very fully, and at large in favor of Mr. Elliot's 
ſentiments, and at the ſame time ridiculing 
the doctrine of the Trinity, I thought myſelf 
called upon to explain; for I conſidered it a 
matter of conſcience, and have alſo made it the 
ſubject of much prayer, that I might be pre- 
ſerved with a conſcience void of offence both 
towards God and man. If any are yet diſpoſed 
to find fault, I have only to add, I have ſought 
your good. You and I muſt ſhortly appear at 
the Judgment ſeat of Jeſus Chriſt. There all 


_ diſputes ſhall be finally ſettled, and it is my cor- 


dial defire, and moſt fervent prayer, that we 
may there meet Chriſt and each other with joy 
and not with grief: that we may win Chriſt and 
be found in him, cloathed in his righteouſneſs, 
united to his perſon, renewed in his image, 
filled with his ſpirit, and ſolaced with his joys; 
to whom, with the Father, and the Holy Spirit, 
1 defire ever to aſcribe, as to one ſupreme, in. 
diviſible, eternal, inviſible, incomprehenſible 
Jehovah: the only wiſe, the only true God, 
all glory and praiſe, dominion and power, „ now 
and for ever, AMEN, 


FINIS. 
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